T T — e — I — g RTINS OSSN NTRITryee—— T, . -——rvlr-—--1

U, 8. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

REGION I1I1

Report No. 50-346/7/92016(DRS)
Docl.et No. 50-346 License No. NPF-3
Licensve: Centerior Survice Company
c/o Toledo Fdison Company
300 Madison Avenue
Toledo, OH 43652
Facility Name: Davig-Besse Nuclear Power Station
Inspection At: Oak Harbor, OH 43449

Inspection Conducted: January 29-30, May 29, July 12 and 29,
November 18-~19, 1991, and October 6, 1992

Inspectors: LMB{JZ)W “7“3 ~7L.
Timothy Refdlnger, Hate
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Frank J. JabIonsk Chief Date
Maintenance and Outages Section

Inspection Summary

Inspection on January 29-30, May 29, July 12 and 29, Novembe:r 18-
19, 1991, and October €, 1992 (Report No. 50-346/92016(DRS))
Areas Inspectad: Special, announced inspecticn of licensee
action on 4 previous inspecticn finding regarding the
implementztion of Abncrmal Procedure DB-OP-02519, Serious Control
Roon Fire, Revision 1, dated May 18, 1990. %he inspection was
performed in accordance with MNRC Inspection Proceduras 30703 and
892701. .
Results: Within the area inspected, one deviation was |
identified: procedural inadequacy of initiating a station j
blackout contrary to a commitment in Davis-Besse letter Serial |
: o, 1718 as described in Paragraph 2. An apparent weakness was
! identified in validating complex procedures as described in
Paragraph 3. A synopsis of OI Report No. 3-90-016 is included as
an enclosure to this report.
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DELAILS

. Persons _Contacted
| Toledo Edison Company

K. Brandt, Manager, Plant Operations (Acting) (formerly) :
| *C, Hunjzye, Fire Protection, Coordination Supervisor '
| M. Murtha, Fire Protection Enginheer
“R., Schrauder, Manager, Nuclear Licensing

V. Sodd, Operations Shift Superviscr

K. Spencer, Licensinyg

D, Staudt, Operations Shift Supervisor
*M. Turkal, Licensing

I.. Young, Fire Protecticn (for=-erly)

Sonalysts, Incorporated

K, Parkinson, NRC Consultant

U. S, Department of F .erqy

. Kubicki, Fire crotaction Engineer (former !'RC Review r)

U, 8. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

*F, Jablonsxi, Chief, Maintenance and Outages Section

; The inspectors also contacted other licensee emplovees
during the course of the inspection.

' *Denotes those personnei participating in the %aelecon exit
meeting held on October 6, 1992,

| 2. Actien or Previous Inspection Findings

: {Closed) Unresolved Item (346/90007-01(DRS,): During the
| May 21-24, 1990 inapection, the NRC discovered that a

| station blackout could have occurred when implemeating

1 Abnormal Procedure DB-OP-02519, "Serious Control Room Fire,"

Revision 1, dated May 18, 1990 (post fire safe shutdown

procedure), Yet, in the Davis-Besse letter to the NRC, |
t Sarial No. 1713, dated October 11, 1989, th2 licensee |
k committed to not induce a stacion blackout when implementing

E the post fire safe shutdown proczdures.

E Supplementary actions described in paragragh 4.1.1.4.7 of
Procedure DR-0OP-02519 stated, "Trip all A and B bus source
breakers," in the event of a serious control room fire,
which caused a loss of offsite powe~ conditions. The
actions described in paracraph 1.0.b.4.a of the procedure,
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Syncpsis ¢f Previous Investigation

Aspects of the May 21-24, 1990 inspection, were referred to
the NRC Office of Investigations. A synopsis of the ensuing
investigation is provided in the enclosure to this report.

DPeviation

A licensee's failure to satisfy a written commitment or t¢
conform to the provisions of applicable codes, standards,
guides, or accepted industry practices when the commitment,
code, standard, guide, or practice involved has not been
made a legally binding requirement by *he Commission, but is
expected to be implemented. A deviation from a written
licensee commitment is discussed in Paragraph 2.

Exit Interview

The inspector held a telecon exit interview with licensee
representatives (denoted in Paragraph 1) at the conclusion
of the inspection on October 6, 1992, and summarized the
scope and findings of “he inspection. On October 16, 1992,
the inspector discutsed the likely informational content of
the inspection report with regard to documents revicwed by
the inspectors during the inspection. The licensee did not
identify any of the documents as proprietary.






